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THE PROTHETIC VOWEL IN GREEK

WiLLiaMm M. AUSTIN
YareE UNIVERSITY

[The so-called prothetic vowel in Greek finds its ultimate explanation in Indo-
Hittite. In Indo-Hittite bases beginning with the first, third, or fourth laryngeal,
the first syllable was retained everywhere if it was in the full grade. If it was in
the reduced grade, it was lost everywhere except in Hittite, Greek, and Armenian.
If the second consonant was w, the first three laryngeals could unite with it to form
a long voiceless hw which appears as spiritus asper in Greek; this accounts for the
Attic and Homeric alteration of &wov and &dvov. If the initial syllable began
with the second laryngeal (’) and was in the reduced grade, it was lost everywhere,
but the laryngeal united with a following liquid or nasal to give the long voiceless
A, @&, ¥ which ‘make position’ in Homer.]

The so-called prothetic vowel is one of the least understood phenomena of the
Greek language. This misunderstanding is in a measure due to the double
nature of ‘prothesis’ itself. There are cases of true vocalic prothesis, where, as
the term implies, a vocalic element is added initially to the root, presumably for
purely phonetic reasons. This vocalic increment usually appears before conso-
nant clusters, as ixrivos : Skt. $yenas. In other cases etymological and com-
parative evidence seems to indicate that the vowel, wrongly termed prothetic,
was an inherited part of the root which was lost in most Indo-European dialects,
as in the cognate pairs &w : edd, but 6ddw : déns; also compare évoua : Arm.
anun, but Lat. nomen, Skt. nama. In addition to these two categories, there
are vocalic prefixes, such as é- ‘same’ and &- (< 7) ‘in’. Further, there are a
few words whose prothesis remains obscure and indeterminate, and where a
double root is possibly to be assumed, as in the pair Bé\os/6BeNbs.

This paper will be concerned primarily with false prothesis, where the vowel
in question is really a part of the root; true prothesis is rarer and more easily
discerned. To arrive at any consistent rationale of this phenomenon it will be
necessary to go back to Indo-Hittite bases for all words cited, Indo-Hittite being
a prior state of Indo-European where the laryngeal consonants were phonemic
and intact. It will be clear from section III why the laryngeals must be assumed
in the etiology of Greek prothesis. The bibliography on the laryngeal hypothe-
sis is by now fairly extensive,! and opinions on the subject have reached a certain
degree of crystallization. The writer agrees in general with E. H. Sturtevant,
whose views may be briefly summarized. There were four laryngeal conso-
nants in Indo-Hittite, which were lost in Indo-European: (1) ’, (2) 2, (3) z, and

1 Cf. particularly F. de Saussure, Mémoire sur le systéme primitif des voyelles dans les
langues indo-européennes (Leipzig, 1879); H. Moller, Die semitisch-vorindogermanischen
Laryngalen Konsonanten, Danske Videnskabernes Selskabs Skrifter 5.4.1-91 (1917); A.
Cuny, Etudes indo-européennes I (Krakow, 1935); W. Couvreur, De Hettitische b (Leuven,
1937); and the recent articles by E. H. Sturtevant, Lang. 16.81-7, 179-82, 273-84 (1940).

The present article is a reworking of material included in my doctoral dissertation
(Princeton University, 1938). I wish to thank Professors Harold H. Bender and Edgar H.
Sturtevant for their many kindnesses.
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84 WILLIAM M. AUSTIN

(4) v. Their exact phonetic nature can perhaps not be defined at this time,
but the first two were probably glottal stops, of palatal and velar color respec-
tively, while the last two were doubtless spirants; the fourth alone was certainly
voiced, while the others seem to have been voiceless.? The third and fourth
appear in Hittite as h, the & corresponding to the third being written double
when this was possible, but never the h corresponding to the fourth.? Before
the laryngeals disappeared in Indo-European they had altered both the quantity
and quality of adjacent vowels. They all lengthened preceding short vowels,
which became the ‘inherited long vowels’ of conventional Indo-European com-
parative grammar. When antevocalic the laryngeals had no effect on vowel
quantity, but the second and third changed a following (or preceding) e to a.
The only long vowels in Indo-Hittite were lengthened grades. The Indo-Euro-
pean shwa, primum (2), then, is the result of the reduction of the original short e,
that is, shwa secundum (»), plus a laryngeal. Whether there was a still further
reduction, that is, a vocalization of the laryngeal per se, is problematical, but
not at all impossible. Any initial vowel in Indo-European followed an initial
laryngeal in Indo-Hittite.

I. Tee ProTHETIC VOWEL

The reasons for assuming that vocalic ‘prothesis’ in Greek was inherited are,
in general, three. (1) Armenian agrees with Greek in this respect, a- being the
Armenian ‘prothetic vowel’, though e/i- sometimes corresponds to Greek ¢-; e.g.
Skt. nama, Lat. nomen : Gk. évoua, Arm. anun; or Skt. rajas, Goth. rigis : Gk.
¢peBos, Arm. erek. (2) Cognate words with the accent on the first syllable show
the vowel; e.g. &w : Skt. adms, Lat. edo, but édaw : Lat. déns, ete. (3) Vedic
reduplication with a long vowel indicates the presence of an original initial vowel
which was lost in Sanskrit, but which remained as ‘prothetic’ in Greek, e.g.
&yeipw : Lat. expergiscor (< *ex-per-griscor), Skt. gr, but jagr and éypfyopa. The
idea that the ‘prothetic vowel’ is in reality an inherited part of the root, ulti-
mately due to an initial laryngeal syllable, is not new, having been advanced by
nearly all the holders of the laryngeal hypothesis, of whom Benveniste has made
the most recent statement:*

La ‘prothése vocalique’ du grec et de ’arménien a done, au moins en partie, un
fondement étymologique: c’est la reste d’une initiale g-antéconsonantique.
But the phenomenon was first noticed by Méller, who claimed that an Indo-
Semitic *4ewén, for example, resulted in an IE *wén, though the initial laryngeal
syllable was sometimes retained, especially in Greek.® From the catalogue of

2J. A. Kerns and B. Schwartz in JAOS 60.181-92 (1940) argue that the second must have
been a voiced velar spirant. This theory, however attractive from the standpoint of
Gestalt, is not in accord with the facts (cf. sections II and III below).

3 Cf. E. H. Sturtevant, Lang. 16.81-7.

4 Origines de la formation des noms en indo-européen 152 (Paris, 1935).

5 ‘Der erste Vokal mit dem Spiritus lenis is zuweilen altertiimlich (urspriinglich als
Schwa-vokal, dann aber quantitativ mit dem urspriinglichen e zusammengefallen), be-
sonders im Griechischen, noch erhalten’ (Laryng. Kons. 9).
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words with ‘prothesis’ which follows it is perhaps possible to alter and expand
Moéller’s supposition into a ‘law’, namely: In Indo-Hittite bases beginning with
the first, third, or fourth laryngeal, the first syllable was retained everywhere if
it was in the full grade. If the first syllable was in the reduced grade, it was lost
everywhere except in Hittite, where it appears as a- or ha-, Greek, where it
appears as &-, é&-, or -, and Armenian, where it appears as a-, (e/7-). If the
initial syllable began with the second laryngeal (2) and was in the reduced grade,
it was lost everywhere, but the laryngeal united with a following liquid or nasal
and made it long and voiceless.

The situation is perhaps not as clear-cut as one would like, for various con-
taminations, assimilatory and dissimilatory changes have played their role of
havoc. Sturtevant has convinced me that e and o are contaminated shwas for
the usual a; the same was probably true in Armenian, where we sometimes have
e or 7 for the usual a. Also, there are very few certain cases of IH bases with
initial fourth laryngeal, the prefix e-/o- (< IH ve-) ‘with, together, same’
accounting for many words with seeming IH fourth laryngeal initial. On the
whole, however, the outlines of this phonetic development are fairly well defined,
as the following table shows. I posit IH bases in themes I and II. (4 =
laryngeal 1, 3, or 4; ¢ = original vowel, C = consonant other than laryngeal.)

TaeME I: AéC(C)

* A érw- ‘red’: Skt. arunas, Gk. épevflos.

*¥éd- ‘eat’: Lat. edd, Skt. admi, Gk.
éw, Hitt. etms.

®¥és- ‘is’: Skt. asts, Lat. est, Lith.
esmi, Goth. zst, Gk. éori, Hitt. eszt.

*2élk- ‘defend’: Goth. alhs ‘temple’,
OE ealhian, Gk. a\k.
*réwy- ‘bird’: Lat. avis, Arm. hav.

*réwg- ‘increase’: Lat. augeo, Skt.

ojas, Goth. aukan, Gk. adédvw.
*Aérg- ‘reach, extend’: Gk. épyuvea.
*1énbh- ‘cloud, mist’: Skt. ambhas,
Arm. amp, Gk. a¢pds.

*16lbh- ‘white’: Lat. albus, OHG el-
biz ‘swan’, Gk. a\gés ‘white spot’,
Hitt. alpas ‘cloud’.

TueMme I1: A+Cé(C)

*Avréw-: Skt. rohitas, ravis ‘sun’,
Lat. ruber, OE réod, Arm. arev
‘sun’, Gk. épvpos.

*¥pdé-n- ‘tooth’: Lat. déns (dent-),
Skt. dan, Lith. dantis, Goth. tun-
bus, Gk. ééaw, Arm. atamn, Hitt.
atanz ‘eaten’.

*¥psént- ‘are’: Skt. santi, Lat. suni,
Goth. sind, Hitt. asanzi, Gk.
(Hom.) éaot, éav.

*rolék-: Skt. raksati, Gk. d\étw.

*rowéy-: Skt. vayas, ves, GK. alerés.

*rowég-: Skt. vaksayati,Goth. wahs-
jan, Gk. a(r)étw.

*Avrég-: Lat. rego, Gk. dpéyw.

*onébh-: Skt. nabhas, Lat. nebula,
OHG nebel, Hitt. nepis, Gk. végos,
but Hom. 8¢ végos.

*10lébh-: Gk. Nogos ‘crest, ridge’, but
Hom 7o Nogow.

The rest of this section is a catalog of the most important Greek words that
exhibit ‘prothesis’ as an inherited part of the root. The second section will treat
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words that have spiritus asper alternating with ‘prothesis’; the third will treat
words of the last type listed above.

dyeipw ‘gather, assemble’ : Lith. gurgulé ‘Menge’ has &- probably from 7 ‘in’.

dyoorés ‘hand’ : Skt. hastas, Lith. paZastis; the aspiration in Sanskrit is doubt-
less due to laryngeal x absorption (cf. vyarnp : duhita); < *zvgost-.

4(F)eidw ‘sing’, aoudos, atdn, anddw : (possibly) Skt. vadati ‘speaks’, < *rvweud-
(reduplication).

a(F)elpw ‘raise’ : (possibly) Skt. wvarsma ‘height’, Lith. sveftr ‘weigh’, <
* Avwer-.

&(r)étw ‘increase’ : Skt. vaksayati, Goth. wahsjan, Lat. auged, < *rvweg-.

4(F)efos ‘contest’ : Goth. wadi, Skt. vadhats, < *Avwedh-.

axobw ‘hear’ : Goth. hausjan, Hom. vroveréw ‘disobey’ with lengthened 7 as a
result of initial laryngeal, < *Avkew-.

aNéyw ‘am anxious’ : Lat. di-ligs, ON lakr ‘bad’, < *Awvleg-; Theme I in d\vyos,
aNyéw : Lat. alges, < *Aelg-.

dAetooy ‘drinking cup’ : OHG lid ‘cup’ (Lith. lytis ‘rain’?), < *Asleit-.

aNeirns ‘guilty’ : OHG leid, Lith. letét: ‘trouble’, < *Asleit- (A = a laryngeal
different from the one in the preceding paragraph).

alétw ‘defend, protect’ : Skt. raksati, < *Avlek-; Theme I in aAcs : Goth. alhs.

a\vw ‘anoint’ : Skt. lindts, limpats; dleldpw ‘anoint’ probably by contamination
of this and Aimos (< *:lip-), < *Avlein-.

Nw ‘am beside myself’, a\vaws ‘inquietude’ : Skt. rosats, < *Avleus-.

dlwn ‘garden’ : Skt. lavas ‘cutting’, < *AvleAw-; Att. d\ws has unexplained
aspiration.

aNomyt ‘fox’ : Skt. lopacas, Arm. atues, < *AvleApek-.

apdpa ‘conduit’ : (probably) Lat. mare, ON moerr ‘sea’ < *Avmar-.

apapria ‘mistake’ : Skt. mrsa ‘wrongly’, Lith. miFsti ‘forget’, < *Avmert-;
vyueprys ‘infallible’ shows initial long 7 from laryngeal. On aspiration cf. d\ws
above.

dpapboow ‘gleam’ : Skt. maricis, Lith. mirkanis ‘glance’, < *Avmer-w-k-.

apoBy ‘change’ : Lat. migrare, < *Avmeigw-.

dpedyo ‘milk’ : Lat. mulged, mulcto, OHG milchu, Lith. miléti, < *Avmelg-.

Guépyw ‘gather’ : Skt. mrjats, < *Awmerg-; Vedic reduplication in mamryj,
with @ confirming laryngeal; éuépyrvue has é- by assimilation.

aueboacfar ‘move’ : Lat. moves, Lith. mduti, < *Avmew-.

dvéyrn ‘necessity’ : Lat. mnecesse, (probably) Hitt. henkzi ‘determines’, <
*ronek-. The Greek word, however, might be Theme I with reduplication or
Theme II with inserted nasal.

avip ‘man’ : Skt. nara, Lat. Nero, < *Avner-.

aorip ‘star’ . Lat. stella, NE star, Arm. astt, is probably a Semitic loanword, cf.
Ishtar.

4vréw ‘call’ : Lat. tabilum, < *AvyuA-; onomatopoetic.

taor (Hom.) ‘they are’ : Att. eiot, Lat. sunt, Skt. santi, Hitt. asanzi, < *'vsnti.b

¢ The usual explanation (cf. Buck, Comp. Gr. of Gk. and Lat. 246) is that &ao: is after
Tibéao; rather, the two words have a similar origin, shwa + consonant + avri.
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tyelpw ‘awaken’ : Lat. expergiscor, Skt. jagarti, with long vowel in reduplica-
tion due to a laryngeal, < *Awger-; viyperos ‘wakeless’ has long 7 from initial
laryngeal.

&(r)eidouar (Hom.) ‘seem’ : Lat. videor, olda, Skt. veda; lack of aspiration would
indicate fourth laryngeal initially (cf. next section). Root *y»weid-.

Wehow ‘wish’ @ OCS Zeléti, Hes. ¢alite.. Sapir has noted (unpublished) the
Toch. B cognate ySelme with y- from ’e-. Root *wghwel-.

&\ary ‘pine’ : Skt. lata, OHG linta, < *Awvlent-; the Greek word is probably
from Theme I, *A4elnt-.

é\agos ‘hind’ : Goth. lamb, < *Avlembh-; the Greek word may be from Theme
I, cf. above.

E\axls ‘quick’ : Skt. laghus/raghus, OHG lungar, *Avle(n)ghw-, cf. above.

\éyxw ‘accuse, reproach’ : Skt. langhati, Hitt. lenkais ‘oath’, < *:vlengh-,
with 2 because of lack of initial vowel in Hittite. The Greek word is doubtless
in Theme I with contaminated vowels.

&otbw épxopar (Hes.) : (possibly) Skt. rodhati, Goth. liudan, and possibly also
to é\ebBepos, Lat. liber, < *Avleudh-.

&uds, tue ‘my’ : Skt. mam, maya, ete., Hitt. amuk, < *vme-.

&veyrely ‘draw, carry’ : Skt. nasati, aénoti, Lat. nanciscor, Lith. nésts, Hitt.
nenk-, nenenk- ‘rise, raise’, < *wnek-, but cf. avayrn above.

&wéa ‘nine’ : Skt. nava, Lat. novem, Goth. niun, Arm. inn, < *vnewn.

épdw ‘love’ . (probably) Skt. ramate ‘is in repose’, aris ‘desiring’, < *Awr-.

¢pefos ‘darkness’ : Skt. rajas, Goth. rigiz, Arm. erek, < *Avregw-.

¢peldw ‘support’ : Lat. ridica, < *Awvreid-.

épelxow ‘break’ : Skt. rikhats, Lith. riekti, < *Avreik-.

épelrw ‘dash, tear down’ : Lat. ripa, ON rifa, < *Avreip-.

épémropar ‘snatch, eat’ : Lat. rapio, Skt. rapas, < *Avrep-.

épéoow, épérns ‘row(er)’ : Lat. rémus, OE rowan, Skt. aritras (Theme I), <
*Avret-.

épeiryouar ‘eructate’ . Lat. é-rugo, ructo, Lith. rafigti, Arm. orcam, < *Avreug-.

épédw ‘cover’ and Bpogos ‘reed (as roofing)’ : OHG hirni-reba ‘crane’, NE roof,
< *Avreph-.

épexbw ‘tear, break’ : Skt. rakgas ‘torment’, < *Avrekhth-.

épéw ‘question’ : ON raun ‘essay’, < *Avrew-.

épvydvra ‘bellowing’ : Lat. rugio, < *Avreug-; in the form pitw ‘growl’ the
laryngeal has coalesced with the p.

épvoixbwy ‘earth-shaker’ : Lat. rud, é-rud, < *Avreu-t-; puréds ‘shaken’ has the
same explanation as pi¢w.

3Bpwuos ‘mighty’: Bpiun probably has e/o (< vye/yo-) prefix, or else it is from
a root doublet.

6w ‘tooth’ : Skt. dan, Lat. déns, Lith. dantis, Goth. tunpus, Arm. atamn;
Theme I in &w : Hitt. etms, ete.; root *'vde-n-.

\Bpév (Hes.) ‘smooth’ : OHG slifan, NE slip, < *Aw(s)leib-.

OAiyos ‘little’ probably has prefixed ¢- if related to hovyés ‘misfortune’, Lith.
ligd ‘malady’.

O\wobbvw ‘slip’ : Lith. slysti, NE sled, < *Awv(s)leidh-.
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S\ogipouar ‘ery’ @ Arm. ofb ‘plaint’, < *Avlebh-.

oulxhy ‘mist’ : Skt. meghas, Lith. migld, < *Avmeigh-; also auuxeiv ‘urinare’;
Arm. még and méz do not prove lack of inherited initial syllable, since they are
Persian borrowings.

dvedos ‘reproach’ : Goth. naiteins, Skt. nide ‘affront’;, Arm. anicanem, <
*Avnei-d-.

dvopa ‘name’ : Skt. nama, Lat. nomen, Arm. anun, < *AvneAmn; the Greek
word, however, is in Theme I with o-grade in the first syllable.

dvouar ‘injure, blame’: Lat. nota ‘sign, stigma’ is probably a pejorative spe-
cialization of the root in évoua.

dwt ‘nail’ : Skt. nakhas, Lith. ndgas, OE naegel, Lat. unguis (Theme I),
< *Avnekhw-.

émrés ‘cooked’ has probably prefixed é- to the base in wéoow ‘cook’.

émviw ‘take for wife’ is probably a word of foreign origin, cf. Etr. puia-c ‘and
wife’.

dpéyw ‘reach, extend’ : Lat. regs, por-rigo, Skt. rajisthas, Goth. uf-rakjan,
< *Avreg-; Theme I is seen in pyuna ‘fathom’ < *A4erg-.

dpexbéw ‘beat fast’ < *Avreghdh-; the doublet poxféw, with laryngeal assimila-
tion in the p-, is from *Areghdh-.

optvw ‘rise’ : Skt. rinati ‘causes to flow’, Lat. rwus, < *Awvrei-; Theme I in
Spwupe, orior, < *Aer-.

dptoaw ‘dig’, pvE, Bpvypa : Lat. raga ‘wrinkle’, Lith. raiikas, < *Avreug-.

&7hos, "AThas @ TAfvar, Tehaudy, is from *Ao-teleA-.

dgpehos ‘utility’ : Skt. phalam ‘fruit’ has probably the same prefix.

This list of words is not complete, but there is no particular advantage in
making it so. Nor has a full citation of etyma and references been given, as
these can easily be found in the usual etymological dictionaries. Further, many
compounds, particularly those with the prefixes é- and &- (< vo- and smp-)
‘together, same’ such as 8rarpos ‘of the same father’, sfvyes (Hes.) ‘yoked
together’, ékéA\w alternating with xké\\w ‘ground’, é¢os ‘companion’ (from *éofos),
adengos (‘of the same womb’) ‘brother’, ete., have necessarily been omitted.

I1. ‘ProTHESIS’ ALTERNATING WITH SPIRITUS ASPER

There are two reasons for this separate heading: (1) we are to deal with a
phenomenon which, unlike the preceding, apparently manifests itself differently
in different dialects, and (2) a newly discovered IE phoneme is involved.” When
confronted with such pairs as dnui/alvw, &pan/éoan, doANfs/éN%s, and their re-
spective cognates, Lat. ventus, Skt. vargan, Lith. velil, it is at once apparent
that more than a simple initial w- is involved. Otherwise, why the alternative
forms with ‘prothesis’, and why the rough breathing, since simple IE initial w-
is totally lost in Greek (cf. tov : Lat. viola, éuéw : Lat. vomo)? When Hittite
cognates are noted, e.g. hwantas ‘wind’ for the first pair mentioned above, it

? Edward Sapir has treated the subject in his article Glottalized Continuants in Navaho,
Nootka, and Kwakiutl (with a note on Indo-European), Lang. 14.248-74 (1938). The
present investigation, however, was quite independent of Sapir’s.
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becomes clear that an IH initial laryngeal is involved. We must then under-
stand dnue as coming from an IH base *rvwed-, and alvw (< *hwanyd) as coming
from an IH base *rwov-. Since the laryngeals were lost early in IE,® and since
a w in conjunction with a laryngeal in IH is represented as a phoneme distinct
from the simple w in both Greek and Germanic,® we must understand that IE
had a long, voiceless phoneme hw (in distinction to the voiced simple w) which
was the result of the conjunction of any one of the first three (voiceless) laryn-
geals and a w in IH or early IE. The same is true of y also, but that is outside
the scope of this study since apparently no ‘prothesis’ is involved. Presumably
the fourth (voiced) laryngeal (y) did not enter into this union, and there is no
clear proof that it did.’® This development, as far as Greek is concerned, can
be summarized in the following table:

IH *réwA- ‘Dlow’ *TowéA - *Twvd =

1E *au- *we- *hwa-

Gk. abpa LAm alvw

Cog. Lat. aura ‘breeze’ Hitt. hwantas ‘wind’,

Lat. ventus

IH  *éw(s)- ‘see, light’ *10é(s)-p-

IE  *au(s)- *hwe(s)-p-

Gk. abpov éomepos
Hom. fws < *arows

Cog. Lat. aurdra, Hitt. Lat. vesper
auszt ‘sees’

IH  *Aéwrg- ‘shut in’ *Avwérg- *Awerg~

IE *eurg- *awerg- *hwerg-

Gk. elpyw < *erepyw éofas

Cog. Lat. urgeo Skt. vrajas

In general, it is to be noted that forms with ‘prothesis’ are associated with
Homer or the dialect(s) underlying Homer, while forms with spiritus asper are
associated with Attic, though this is not always true. The form eipyw <
*erepyw, for instance, is certainly Attic. As we have noted before, mutual con-
taminations have affected different forms from the same root; thus eipyw and
éptas (Plato, Politicus 285B) are normal for their respective ablaut grades,
while épyw represents a contamination of the latter type with the former. On
the whole, all that can be said is that Attic ‘prefers’ the forms with rough
breathing. The following is a catalog of such words compiled largely from
Sommer,"* though his treatment of them, without benefit of the laryngeal hy-
pothesis, is extremely specious and ad hoec.

8 There is no space here to go into the proof. Suffice it to say that no laryngeals survive
per se in any IE language, and that their disappearance leaves exactly the same results in
all the IE languages.

9 The existence of this phoneme in Germanic was discovered by H. L. Smith Jr. See his
article, The Verschirfung in Germanic, below.

10 Cf, Sturtevant, Lang. 16.85, fn. 3.

U Griechische Lautstudien 83-136.
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dnue ‘blow’, anp ‘atmosphere’, deuua, deAla, Aeol. ateAa ‘stormy wind’; with-
out ‘prothesis’ but with spiritus asper in alww ‘scatter by the wind’ alternating
with avéw (< *afavew). The third laryngeal initial is evidenced by Hitt. hwantas
: Skt. vati, OCS véjatr, Goth. waian ‘blow’, Lat. ventus, vannus, NE wind, win-
now, in Theme I with r-extension in atpa, Lat. aura. Benveniste!? connects the
above, and probably rightly, with Hitt. huwai- ‘run, flee’ : teuar (< *hwei-) ‘rush,
hasten’, and also aierés, Lat. avis ‘bird’.

dMokopar ‘am taken’, Arc. ralovris, Lac. fwres (< ¥erewres) : (possibly)
Goth. wilwan ‘pillage’. alpw ‘take’ would belong here if there were any evidence
for digamma (cf. Boisacq), as well as delpw ‘lift’. Root probably *rwel-, cer-
tainly so if Hitt. hullas- ‘be defeated’ belongs here.

éapéy (Hes.) ‘bath’ : Umbr. vesticatu ‘libato’, OHG wasal ‘wetness, rain’, <
*Awes-.

&vov, Hom. éedva ‘bridal gift’, édvow, édvwris, tedvow, tedvwrys ‘betroth(er)’ : OR
weotuma ‘bridal price’, < *Avwed-/*Awed-. It would be attractive to connect
Skt. vadhis ‘bride’, NE wed, and Hitt. hwitt- ‘lead’, but in both cases different
final consonants are involved.

eixoot, Hom. &eikoot ‘twenty’. Sommer 108 notes a Theran HIKAAI. We can
perhaps expect analogical influences from other numerals; but if not, the root
is *Awei-kmta.

e\, eiNéw ‘roll, twist up’, pass. ‘rolled together, thronged’; aor. inf. éoac,
Hom. éAoar, Ion. a\gs, Hom. doAMgs ‘rolled together, thronged’, #\iaia ‘popular
tribunal’, probably also &\ ‘in a crowd, enough’ if not from a root *swel-. The
root is *wowel-/*rwel- in view of the Hittite cognates hulaliya- ‘wrap, wind’,
hulali ‘distaff’.’® Hitt. hulla- ‘smite, destroy’ probably belongs here too (cer-
tainly not to éM\\vue as Couvreur thinks!¢), for one of the meanings of Hom. ef\w
is ‘drive along, smite’, cf. vjo kepawvd é\cas. Probably é\t ‘spiral’, é\isow, Ion.-
Att. ellloow (< *erehwoow) ‘roll’, and &\uis ‘worm’ also belong here.

elMw ‘cover, enclose’, éehpévos, évabeis (A47, Zenodotos), o-grade in olpavés :
Skt. vrnote ‘cover’, < *Avwe-l/r-, *Awe-l/r-.

elpw, &ptw, pnTos ‘say’, Argive dronreve ‘says’,’® eleipw (Hes.) : Skt. vratam
‘command’, Lat. verbum, Goth. waurd, Hitt. hwrta- ‘curse’, < *rvwer-/*zwer-.

&mnhos alternating with elndos ‘quiet’ : Skt. okas ‘agreement, rest’, Lith. vukis
‘rural property’, < *Aeuk-/*Awek-.

ékwp ‘willing’ : Skt. vaémi ‘I wish’, Hitt. wekzi ‘asks, desires’, < *'wek-, though
no forms with ‘prothesis’ can be cited.

é\dopar, Hom. é€Ndouat, ENdwp, ENdwp ‘wish, desire’ : Skt. vp- ‘choose’, Lat. vols,
voluptas, Lith. velyti, NE will, <*yvweld-/*yweld-, with fourth laryngeal inferred
from the consistent lack of aspiration.

émouar, Hom. édmopar ‘hope, expect’. The spiritus asper is seen in the in-
scriptional HEAITIA’ and APEAIIIZEL ' though these may be analogical and the
root related to the preceding with a -p- extension.

12 Origines 155.

13 Cf. Sturtevant. A Hittite Glossary? s.v.

4 De Hettitische § 14, 24 f.

15 Cf. F. Solmsen, Untersuchungen zur griechischen Laut- und Verslehre 236.
16 Cf. K. Brugmann, IF 16.492, and F. Sommer, Griechische Lautstudien 107-8.
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€\, é\n, el\y ‘gleam of the sun’ < *Avwel-/*Awel-.

v ‘wear’, elua, tudriov ‘garment’, éavos ‘fit for wearing, fine’ : Lat. vestis,
Goth. wasti, NE wear, Hitt. wassi-, < *:wes-. Theme I (*2au-) is seen in Lat.
indud, exud ‘put on, off’, and in Lith. avid ‘wear footgear’.

tpyw, Hom. épyw, Att. elpyw ‘shut in, enclose’ : Skt. vrajas ‘enclosure’, Lat.
urged (Theme I), Goth. wrikan ‘press on, torment’, < *Avwerg-/*Awerg-. A
form *#pyw must be posited to account for such forms as dpepxros (Aeschylus,
Septem 445) and ééas (Plato, Politicus 285B), though eipyw (< *erepyw) with
‘prothesis’ instead of aspiration was dominant and influenced éyw. The latter,
however, may be analogical to épyw ‘work’ with smooth initial w-.

épon, Hom. &pon ‘dew’ : Skt. varsati ‘it rains’, < *Avwers-/*Awers-.

¢omepos ‘evening’ : Lat. vesper, Att. &s ‘dawn’; Theme I appears in Hom. fjws
(< *arows), Aeol. alws, atpwor ‘morning’, Lat. auréra, Lith. au$rd, Hitt. ausze
‘he sees’. Root *:au(s)-, *2we(s)-.

éoria ‘dwelling, foyer’ : Lat. Vesta, Goth. wists ‘abode’, Hitt. hwes- ‘live’,
hwesas ‘alive, raw’, < *zwes-.

toos, Hom. éoos, and the occasional {sos indicate the presence of the phoneme
hw initially, though the etymological connections are uncertain (cf. Boisacq).

dpakibw ‘faint’, Gpos ‘sleep’, Sapph. dwpos : OE weérig, < *Avwer-k-/*Awer-k-.

There are, of course, other words that once had an initial laryngeal before w,
but these either do not occur with the zero grade of the first syllable which would
result in aspiration (as aeidw/addh), or else, by Grassmann’s law, they are unable
to show aspiration (as defov/&fNov).

III. LaryNGEAL REFLEXES IN HOMER

This section is so entitled because the phenomenon involved is specifically
Homeric, though it also manifests itself elsewhere. As we have noted above,
there is a class of words that should show ‘prothesis’ in Greek, but do not; and
we have tentatively ascribed this anomaly to the presence of the fourth laryngeal
in initial position. That is, after the proportion auges : alttvw = vaksayati :
arekw we should expect a similar proportion ambhas : appés = nabhas : *avedos.
But *avegos does not exist; instead we have végos with a long initial », at least
one that ‘makes position’ in Homer. Similarly we have Aamapés ‘slack, soft’,
Aamdpa ‘soft part of the body’, Aawéfw ‘weaken, ravage’ : Skt. alpas, Lith. alpnas
‘little, weak’; ahardf{w ‘empty, make poor’ is either from a different root with
initial « instead of ? or else it is in Theme I. The long voiceless \ is seen also in
Amos ‘fat’, Nurapés ‘anointed, sleek’ : Skt. limpati ‘anoints’; é\eigw ‘anoint’ is a
root doublet. Aé¢os ‘crest, tuft, ridge’ : aAgés ‘white spot’, Celt. Alpes ‘white
mountains’, Lat. albus, OHG elbiz ‘swan’, Hitt. alpas ‘cloud’. A long voiceless u
is seen in palaxés ‘soft’ : Lat. molo, Hitt. malas ‘make soft, grind’. All of these
words, as well as a few more,!” make position, hitherto inexplicably, in Homer.
Some examples follow.

17 A complete catalog can be found in La Roche, Homerische Untersuchungen 49 ff.
There are a few exceptions in stereotyped phrases such as xpvoéoiot vigpesow (N 525) and
dewov 8¢ Nopov (A 40). Méori#, with no sure etymology, probably belongs here, and
uéyas also makes position, though there is no other evidence for an initial laryngeal.
(This word may have had o-movable after ouwpér).
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végos and vepéhy : Skt. ambhas:
wavrolwy Gvéuwy, oy 8¢ vepéeaor kiupe (e 293)
......... wort vépea oribevra, (0 374)
......... i 8¢ vepehy éoocavto (E 350)
Aardpn * Skt. alpas:
avrikpd 8¢ wapal Nawbpny dauioe xirdva (I 359)
......... abra kard Aawdpny. . ... .... (Z 64)
Aimos, Aurapds @ Skt. limpati:
alel 8¢ Aumapol. .. ... ... (0 331)
......... d\elato 8¢ Nim’ E\alw (5 171)
Nogos : argos, Lat. albus:

dxpov Vs Nogov. . . ... ... (N 615)
uwolaxds © Lat. mollis:
€vfj &ve pakakfi. ... ... .. (K 75)

In view of the fact that what cognates we have in Theme I for the above
words show initial a-, and in particular Hitt. alpas ‘cloud’ : dé\gés ‘white spot’,
where the initial a- instead of ha- indicates the second laryngeal, I have assumed
that all of these words have initial X, &, # (hl, hm, hn) as a result of : + I, m, n.
There is no reason why the other two voiceless laryngeals ’ and z should not have
caused this phenomenon also, as was the case with w and y; I simply know of
no examples to prove it. Sturtevant!® has called my attention to the actual
spellings Ak, uh, ete. for the long, voiceless liquids and nasals in dialectal inscrip-
tions, though generally they result from a lost initial ¢. Finally, this phe-
nomenon must be of Indo-Hittite origin, though Greek is the only language I
know of that gives anything in the nature of proof. Hitt. nepes and malai once
had an initial 2, and the n, m in these words may have been long and voiceless
t0o, but there is nothing in the writing of them to indicate it. At any rate, it is
gratifying to have the last major problem in Homeric versification solved by the
laryngeal hypothesis.

18 Cf, The Pronunciation of Greek and Latin? 63-4 (Linguistic Society, 1940).
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